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COMMUNIST INFILTRATION IN DEFENSE PLANTS 


TUESDAY, MAY 10, 1955 


Unitep Srares SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 2:20 p. m., in room 357, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan Democrat, Arkansas; Stuart 
Symington, Democrat, Missouri; Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, 
Wisconsin. 

Present also: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; James N. Juliana, 
chief counsel to the minority; A. F. Calabrese, investigator. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Counsel, you have a matter for the record. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we had three individuals who were 
named in public session on January 3 of this year—Miss Evelyn Darin, 
Arminio Sardoch, and Mr. Alfred Oyler. 

They all worked at Westinghouse Electric in East Pittsburgh. 
They were named as members of the Communist Party by several 
witnesses appearing before this committee. 

Westinghouse Electric later terminated their employment. We 
wrote these three people on April 18 and reminded them of the rules 
of this committee, that they would have a right to appear before the 
committee if they felt that their reputations had been harmed. 

The letters were sent registered. We received a notification from 
the post office that these letters were signed for on April 20, 1955, and 
we have not received an answer from those three individuals. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the letters be made a part of the record. 

The CHarrmMan. The letters, and also the letter from the postmaster 
showing delivery, will be marked “Committee Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 4,” 
and will be made a part of the record. 

(Exhibit No. 1 appears in the appendix on p. 43. Exhibits 
Nos. 2 and 3 may be found in the files of the subcommittee. Exhibit 
No. 4 appears in the appendix on p. 43.) 

The Cuarrman. Who is the first witness? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Michael Sam. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sam, will you come around, please, sir? 

Mr. Sam, will you be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Sam. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Will you state your name? 
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TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL SAM, DUNKIRK, N. Y.; ACCOMPANIED 
BY COUNSEL, DAVID E. FELLOW, ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL, 
UNITED STEELWORKERS OF AMERICA, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Sam. My name is Michael Sam. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you live? 

Mr. Sam. 428 Robin Street, Dunkirk, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. By whom are you employed? 

Mr. Sam. I didn’t get the question, 

The CuarrmMan. By whom are you now employed? 

Mr. Sam. By the United Steelworkers of America, CIO. 

The CuarrMan. The record reflects that in a hearing on August 6, 
1954, at an executive session of this committee, some reference was 
made to you as being a member of the Communist Party. There- 
after that testimony, I believe, was made public, the record of that 
executive session, in connection with contempt proceedings against 
one of the witnesses who testified at that time. 

Following that, following the testimony having been made public, 
on January 3, I believe, you sent a wire to the chairman of the com- 
mittee stating that you desired to appear before the committee in 
order to set the record straight and stated in your wire that you had 
never been a Communist, you are not a Communist, have no sympathy 
with the Communist Party, or any other subversive group. 

Further, I think you stated in the wire that you had never known a 
person named Diantha Hoag. 

Later you submitted to ‘the committee a affidavit stating in sub- 
stance what I have just related here. And by letter dated January 25, 
1955, you again requested an opportunity to appear before the com- 
mittee, which request was later granted by the committee, and you 
appear here today in response to the committee’s granting your re- 
quest to come and testify. 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The Caarrman. The Chair may state to you that the reason you 
have not had an opportunity to appear sooner, following the action of 
the committee, is because we withheld inviting you or giving you 
some time until an occasion when we were considering the same sub- 
ject matter that was involved in the executive session. You under- 
stand that? 

Mr. Sam. I understand that. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sam, you have with you your counsel. 

Mr. Sam. Senator McClellan, I am represented by associate general 
counsel of our international union, Mr. David Fellow. 

The Cuarrman. He is here representing you today? 

Mr. Sam. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Will you identify yourself for the record? 

Mr. Fettow. My name is David E. Fellow, associate general 
counsel of the United Steelworkers of America, office at 1001 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. 

(At this point Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

The Caarrman. All right, Mr. Sam, you may proceed. 

Mr. Sam. I wish to take this opportunity to thank the committee 
for giving me an opportunity to come and speak on my own behalf 
relative to the statement made during a hearing involving one Diantha 
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Hoag, which the then chairman of this committee made the state- 
ment, and I would like to quote the statement from the record: 


Michael Sam is a member of the Communist Party, top union organizer. 


To that statement, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that it is not 
whatsoever in essence the truth. I have never been a Communist 
when that statement was made; I never was a Communist prior to that 
statement, nor am I a Communist now. 

In fact, I have never knowingly spoken to a Communist or associated 
with them, nor did I poecipese in any of their activities anywhere 
in all my dealings with this organization, or any other organization. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you at one time certify that you were a 
member of the Communist Party in writing? 

Mr. Sam. I did not certify that I was a member of the Communist 

arty in writing. 

Senator McCarruy. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if I could hand the 
witness a document which purports to bear his signature and which 
is a certification that he belonged to the Communist Party. 

Will you look at that and tell us whether or not that is your signa- 
ture? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, it does look like my signature. 

Senator McCarrnuy, Did you sign that? 

Mr. Sam. I signed the petition, but I did not sign that petition, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McCarray. In other words, you say this is not your name? 

Mr. Sam. That is my name. 

Senator McCarrtuy. Did you sign this? 

Mr. Sam. I did not sign that petition; no, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. Fou say this is a forgery? 

Mr. Sam. I believe it is a forgery in my opinion. I would like to 
explain, if I may, what happened relative to that petition. 

enator McCartay. I think it might be well if you will. 
__ The Cuarrman, The Chair would like to identify this document. 
The heading of it is “Communist Party, independent nominations 
petition, to the secretary of the State of New York.” 

The document may be filed as exhibit No. 5. 

(Exhibit No. 5 may be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Senator McCartuy. You were going to explain this. 

r. Sam. I would like very much to be able to explain. 

In 1946 two individuals approached me, in fact, knocked on my 
door at 428 Robin Street, and asked me to sign a petition. The 
heading of the petition went as follows: 

We, the undersigned, believe that the minority party should be placed on the 
ballot in the State of New York. 

Mr. Chairman, I read that petition. I signed it. That is what I 
signed. I did not see this petition that was submitted as an exhibit 
until sometime im 1948 or 1949. 

At that time we were involved with a dispute with one of the em- 
ployers and this petition was circulated among the employers in that 
area and I happened to get the same copy Senator McCarthy had from 
an employer. 

I denied signing this particular petition then; I deny signing this 
petition now, 
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Senator McCarruy. Will you tell us whether or not that is your 
handwriting? 

Mr. Sam. It looks like my handwriting, I must admit, now. I will 
say I do not know any of the people on this petition. Ido not know 
the man who supposedly witnessed the signature, my signature, on 
here. 

I never was in Flushing, N. Y 

This petition I signed was not this petition, was signed right in my 
own home. 

Senator McCarruy. Is your address correctly given? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, it is; 428 Robin. 

Senator McCarruy. Dunkirk, N. Y.? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. The man Seymour—what is that man who 
witnessed the signature, Seymour Lesser? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, sir; something like that. 

Senator McCarruy. You say you never met him? 

Mr. Sam. I never met him. I never was near his place of residence. 
I never was near. 

Senator McCarruy. In other words, you say he was swearing 
falsely —— 

Mr. Sam. He certainly was when he swore to this petition here. 

Senator McCarrny. The one you signed; do you have a copy of 
that? 

Mr. Sam. I do not. 

Senator McCartuy. That was a petition to get the Communist 
Party on the ballot? 

Mr. Sam. Now, I was told—whether it was a petition to get the 
Communist Party on the ballot or not, I do not know. They told me 
at that time that there was a move on in the State of New York to 
remove the American Labor Party from the ballot in the State of 
New York. 

My wife stood in back of me and heard the same thing I did. 
I signed that petition, knowing that it was to place the American Labor 
Party on the ballot in the State of New York. 

It was not a Communist petition that I signed; nor to get the Com- 
munist Party on the ballot in the State of New York. 

Senator McCarruy. You say that the petition you signed was to 
keep the American Labor Party from being removed on the ballot? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. That is what I was told by these in- 
dividuals. 

Senator McCarruy. Where are you working now? 

Mr. Sam. I work for the United Steelworkers of America. My 
office is located at Central Avenue, Dunkirk, N. Y. 

Senator McCarruy. This looks like your own handwriting on the 
petition? 

Mr. Sam. It looks like my handwriting; it certainly does. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you have any way of knowing why some- 
one would go to the trouble of duplicating your handwriting on this 
Communist Party petition? 

Mr. Sam. I certainly do not, 

What I am telling you is the truth, nothing but the truth. That 
is exactly what happened. 
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Senator McCarruy. Under oath today you say that you did not 
ever at any time sign the original of this photostat that I have in 
my hand? 

Mr. Sam. That is right, I do swear to that again, that I did not 
sign this petition. 

The Cuarrman. Who were the two men that brought the petition 
to your home? 

Mr. Sam. Senator McClellan, it has been many years ago. There 
were two individuals who approached me. They showed me their 
union cards. 

The CuarrMan. Do you know them? 

Mr. Sam. I don’t know them. I never met them. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know them at that time? 

Mr. Sam. I did not. They told me they worked in Jamestown; 
they were union officers. They showed me that petition I made 
mention to. I looked at it; read it. I saw nothing wrong with 
signing it. 

That was my connection with them. I have never seen them or 
heard of them since; in fact, I never even thought of this situation 
until it came up back in 1948 by one of the employers that I did 
business with. 

The CuarrMan. You say you read the petition? 

Mr. Sam. Not this petition; the petition—— 

The CuarrMan. That you signed? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. What was the title of this? 

Mr. Sam. The title of the petition was—well, I read the heading. 
I don’t know if there was a title or not. As I told you, the heading on 
the petition stated ‘“‘We, the undersigned, believe that the minority 
party should be placed on the ballot in the State of New York.” 

The Cuarrman. Is that all it said? 

Mr. Sam. That is all it said; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Was it of this size, do you remember? 

Mr. Sam. No, it was legal size paper, put on a clipboard. 

The CuarrmMan. This is legal size. 

Mr. Sam. It could have been that big. It was on a clipboard. 
They held it right at the door and I signed it. They tried to get my 
wife to sign it. My wife said, “I don’t trust these boys; they don’t 
look good to me.” 

In fact, she embarrassed me. Maybe that was one of the reasons 
I signed the petition; she was smarter than I was. 

The CuarrmMan. Why did you not take your name off after she 
refused to sign it? 

Mr. Sam. Well, I probably should. 

The CHarrMan. Well, are we to understand that since you say this 
signature looks like your handwriting, are we to understand that you 
are contending that somebody definitely forged your name on this 
petition? 

Mr. Sam. I don’t see any other way it could have gotten there, 
Senator McClellan. 

The Cuatrman. You have a photostatic copy of it before you. 
= Sam. Yes, I got it from one of the employers I do business 
with. : 


62455—55—pt. 1——-2 
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The CuarrMan. The other names appearing there, the other hand- 
writing, is there anything to indicate that it was all written by the 
same person? 

Mr. Sam. Well, the numbers there are not my signature. The 
Dunkirk is not my handwriting. August 6 is not my handwriting. 

The Cuarrman. That is all in the same handwriting; is it not? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So the dates appear to be all in the same hand- 
writing? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The only thing that looks like my handwriting is the address and 
the name. 

The CuarrMan. The address and the name look like your hand- 
writing? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Whereas your name and address is a different 
handwriting than the handwriting of the other names and addresses, 
you recognize that, do you? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, I do. 

The Cuarrman. So if your name was placed on there, obviously 
the same person did not write all of the other names. 

In other words, it clearly indicates that each signature is in a 
different handwriting than the other, does it not? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, it does. 

The Cuarrman. You mean you did not inquire as to the names of 
the men who presented the petition to you? 

Mr. Sam. Senator McClellan, they showed me their union card. 
At that time I read their names, but to ask me who they are today, 
I would not know. 

The CuarrMan. You made some reference to a minority party. 
You said they mentioned that to you. 

Mr. Sam. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The minority party? 

Mr. Sam. They told me they were members of the American Labor 
caw. At that time I was a member of the American Labor Party, 
also. 

_ The CuartrMan. You actually thought you were signing a peti- 
tion—— 

Mr. Sam. To keep the American Labor Party on the ballot in the 
State of New York. That is what I thought I was signing. 

The Cuarrman. On the basis of this document, which is a photo- 
static copy bearing what you say now is a signature which appears to 
be in your handwriting, but which is not, I take it that the chairman 
of this committee was fully justified on the basis of that; official 
document in taking the position that you were a Communist. You 
would think so, would you not? 

Mr. Sam. I don’t know, Senator McClellan. It seems to me that 
somebody should have done some investigating. 

The CuarrMan. Certainly that was an extenuating circumstance, 
to be most charitable, let us put it that way. 

Mr. Sam. That is right, but it seems to me that certainly some 
investigation should have been carried on prior to naming an individual 
as being a Communist. 

I, as an individual, do not mean anything. I feel that—thank God 
my wife and I are blessed with three children, and they have to face 
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the situation. They go to church regularly. They sing in the choir. 
The three children are very active in all civic affairs. 

I was very active in all civic affairs in the community on every 
occasion. Certainly before naming one a Communist some investi- 
gation should have been carried on. 

This does not make one a Communist, I don’t think. 

The CuHarmman. Mr. Sam, that is an official document. You 
recognize it as such? 

Mr. Sam. I do. 

The Cuarrman. I think the natural assumption would flow that 
one who signed that document was certainly a Communist, or a very 
strong Communist sympathizer. 

In other words, that is the only conclusion one could reach on the 
face of the document; is not that true? 

Mr. Sam. Well, the conclusion reached by the then chairman was 
based on this document. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, and an official document of that kind 
bearing the name of a petitioner for the Communist Party would 
naturally lead to the conclusion, there could be no other conclusion, 
that party was a Communist member, or Communist sympathizer. 

Now, if your name was forged, of course, that absolves you, but the 
document on the face of it, shows you to be either a Communist or a 
Communist s athizer. 

Mr. Sam. We , I do want to repeat, Senator McClellan, that I 
have never knowingly spoken to a Communist or associated with one; 
I have never knowingly even dealt with them in any way. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know this woman, Diantha Hoag? 

Mr, Sam. I never heard of her until her name appeared in the Buffalo 
Evening News. 

The CHarrmMan. You never heard of her until then? 

Fs Mr. Sam. I never heard of it; never met her; never associated with 
er. 

The Cuarrman. You do not know why she would take the fifth 
amendment rather than tell whether she knew you, or not? 

Mr. Sam. I do not. 

The CHarrman. We want to be careful and not promiscuously 
charge people with being a Communist or Communist sympathizer, 
but on the face of this record that the chairman had before him at the 
time, and a witness who was refusing to acknowledge that she knew 
you or did not know you, taking the fifth amendment, as of that time 
it did present a really strong circumstance. 

Mr. Sam. I can appreciate that. 

In fact, going over the record, the then chairman then was very care- 
ful when he first started out in his questioning of this woman. He 
asked if she knew me, first. She declined to answer the question. 

He asked her if I was a Communist. She declined to answer that. 

Then again he asked her if she ever gave me any information. She 
declined that. 

Of course, the next statement by the then chairman stated that I 
was a Communist. 

The Cuatrman. There is one other thing about this that arouses 
some curiosity in view of your testimony. 

Now, you asked to appear here and testify under oath, and’ these 
questions I am asking you do not necessarily imply that I think you 
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are a Communist, but I say there are some curious things here that 
need some explanation. : 

The two men who came to you first were strangers; you did not 
know them? 

Mr. Sam. I did not. 

The Cuarrman. But they presented union cards and told you they 
were union officials? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. On the strength of that you signed a petition? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. A petition? 

Mr. Sam. A petition, not this petition. 

The Cuarrman. Now you find your signature on this petition which 
you say you did not sign? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And the handwriting in such similarity at least to 
yours, if not identical, that you cannot say positively from the hand- 
writing it is not your signature? 

Mr. Sam. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Except you do not remember signing a petition? 

Mr. Sam. I do not remember signing this petition. Definitely I 
do not. I remember and I would like to state for the record that when 
this thing first came up, it came up over, well, a discussion with a 
personal friend of mine, I don’t like to mention his name, but he 
happened to be of the opposite party. 

I happened to be a Democrat, when in 1947 or so, I found out that 
the American Labor Party was not altogether a good American 
organization, I left them and went back to the Democratic Party. 

A friend of mine of the opposing party, made a wager with me that 
I signed a Communist card, if you please. Well, | wagered with him 
that I didn’t. We journeyed to Mayville, which is the county seat, 
and we looked into the record. 

2 Naturally the record showed that I belonged to the Democratic 
arty. 

The CHatrMAN. When was that? How long ago? 

Mr. Sam. That was in 1947 or 1948, somewhere. 

The CuatrMan. Some several years ago? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, and that following year this employer that we were 
in dispute with, took this petition and showed it to the late Philip 
Murray in the hope that maybe Mr. Murray could probably discharge 
me or take some disciplinary action toward me. 

I was called into Mr. Murray’s office and I related the story to 
Mr. Murray. Mr. Murray was, I believe, of my opinion, just as 
staunch an American, and he certainly believed that the American 
way of life is much better than any other way; he told me then that 
this is not—I told him what happened just as I am telling you and I 
am not keeping anything back—he told me then that so far as he was 
concerned he was satisfied that I am certainly not a Communist and 
therefore not to worry about this employer and go about my business 
as I always have. 

The CuarrmMan. Of course, 1 do not know what happened, but on 
the face of this it looks as if you signed this petition without realizing 
what you were signing, and if your other statements are true, it has 
been long ago—I do not know how anyone could come so near copying 
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your signature if they were a stranger and were not familiar with 
your signature. It is a little bit awkward to explain. 

Mr. Sam. Again, Senator McClellan, I don’t know how it got on 
there. 

As I told you, and I repeat again, this thing was on a clipboard. 
The man held the board. That is the reason why my wife told me 
not to sign it because he wouldn’t hand me the board. 

Based on that I signed it. They walked down the street. My wife 
looked out the window. They told her they were going to stop at_all 
these homes. 

I wondered how there was only one name above mine, just as they 
appear here. 

They said, ‘“This is not it.” They said, “We are taking members of 
the American Labor Party.” 

They walked down the street straight down until they got out of 
sight and they never stopped at any other houses. 

The CHAarRMAN. You did not get suspicious? 

Mr. Sam. Yes, I did. I realized what my wife said to me. 

The CuarrmMan. What did you do about getting your name removed? 

Mr. Sam. Believe it or not, I did nothing. I just ignored it. 

The CuHarrMan. I am inclined to believe it. 

Mr. Sam. I just ignored it. I wish 1 had—well, there is no use crying 
over spilled milk. I wished I had known better. 

But as to my activities and my life in that community, Mr. Chair- 
man, it is an open book. I have nothing to hide from this committee 
or anyone else. 

I hate all isms that are contrary to our American way of life and 
my record shows it. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair will state this to you: 

I was not the chairman at that time. The chairman of the com- 
mittee at that time was Senator McCarthy, who is present here 
today, but in view of the situation as it obtained then, the witness 
declining to acknowledge whether she knew you or not, making the 
statement that she did when she was under interrogation about this 
subject matter, and in view of that document being an official docu- 
ment, a photostatic copy of it, I do not think the chairman could be 
criticized too much, maybe, for having said to that witness in execu- 
tive session what he said to her at the time, because obviously you 
are sincere and innocent in the matter, it was your own indiscretion 
that placed you in that kind of situation and not by reason of the 
action of the former chairman of this committee. 

That is the way I feel about it. 

Mr. Sam. I hope I do not say anything, I do not want to say 
anything that will reflect on anyone’s integrity. If I did say any- 
thing to that extent, I am sorry. It is just that this thing has really 
got me upset. 

The reason for that, as you can readily see, it is a small community 
I live in; every other corner is a church. I have a nice family growing 
there. I certainly do not want anything to happen that will affect 
their reputation. 

The Cuatrman. I will say to you that sometimes the chairman of 
the committee maybe should be criticized, sometimes a member of a 
committee might be criticized, but in this particular instance, with 
the record what it is, I doubt that anyone could seriously criticize 
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the chairman of the committee for having made the statement he did 
at that time under those circumstances. 

Are there any further questions? 

All right, thank you very much. 

Senator McCarrny. May I say to the witness if you are telling 
the truth today, and you appear to be truthful, I am certainly so 
that there was a forgery or whatever there happened to be, but I thin 
that Miss Hoag should be called in now and cited for contempt. 

The Cuarrman. She has already been cited. 

Mr. Sam. Thank you, gentlemen. 

The CuarrMan. James Glatis, will you come around, please. 

Will you be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you, God? 

Mr. Guatis. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES W. GLATIS, JAMAICA PLAIN, MASS. 


The Cuarrman. Will you please state your name and place of 
residence? 

Mr. Gratis. James W. Glatis, G-l-a-t-i-s. 31 North Bourne Road, 
Jamaica Plain, Mass. 

The CuarrMan. You have previously talked to members of the 
staff of this committee and are advised of the subject of this inquiry 
and generally questions that may be asked you? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CuHarrmMan. With that knowledge you are willing to proceed 
without counsel? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Glatis, you joined the Communist Party 
in 1949? 

Mr. Gratis. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were in the Communist Party until May 25, 
1954? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you testified before the Subversive Activities 
Control Board? 

Mr. Guatis. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You joined the Communist Party at the request of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sit. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had been approached to join and you ultimately 
joined at their request; is that right? 

Mr. Guatis. Although a few of the facts surrounding how I became 
a member, sir—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell the committee why it was, what was 
your background that first got you interested in performing this 
service for the country and for the Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Guatis. In the summer of 1948, while in Boston as a photo- 
grapher, I attended my employer’s wedding. While at this wedding 
I met with two individuals. 

In the process of discussion we got on the subject of racial prejudice 
and intolerance, a fight I have always been interested in. 
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As a result of this conversation these two individuals requested I 
attend a meeting in the city of Boston. The meeting was to be run 
by the Civil Rights Congress. They said at that time that the 
meeting would discuss this question of racial prejudice and intolerance. 

The name Civil Rights Coamven more or less struck a bell in the 
back of my mind. I called up the FBI that evening to determine 
whether or not this organization was subversive. The Bureau, the 
FBI, the agent told me over the phone that it was subversive and 
asked to see me personally and discuss how I happened to hear about 
this particular organization. 

I went to see this agent and described the circumstances surround- 
ing this situation and the agent requested that I attend this meeting, 
if possible take pictures. 

I did so. I took pictures. I attended this meeting and I signed up 
with the organization as I had been requested when I attended that 
meeting. 

The agent at that time also told me to go right along with anything 
these people asked me to do. 

About a week later I received a letter, or a phone call from these 
people, the Civil Rights Congress, asking me to come up to their head- 
quarters in Boston to assist them in mailing out literature. 

I again contacted the original agent I had first met with and he 
asked that I once more go down and perform the same duty. 

It was a week or so later that the agent called me up to the office 
and more or less laid the cards down on the table. He told me that 
the Civil Rights Congress had just been founded in New England, 
that I was in the position to assist the Government, the FBI, and 
avenge myself of certain things that happened in my own family. 

He told me that at that time there would be no pay involved; that 
any time I did become involved in any trouble as a result of this 
type of work, that I could be promised no help from the FBI. 

I readily consented to go along with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was there in the background of your family 
that led you to agree to go along with that? 

Mr. Guatis. In 1937 my father’s uncle, who was like a second 
father to me, went to Greece. In 1944 he was murdered by the 
Communists. 

I would like to point out here the effect that international com- 
munism can have upon an individual. When he was beaten to death 
in the village, his own nephew took a hand in it. My grandfather 
died 3 weeks later as a result of seeing this take place. 

In addition to that a young cousin of mine was taken prisoner 
later and was found on the outskirts of the village. He was in a gunny 
sack, dismembered, and this also served as another lesson. 

This more or less prompted me to go along with the Bureau. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you joined up with the Communist Party at 
that time? 

Mr. Gratis. I became a member of the Communist Party in 1949, 
about 6 months after I was involved in this particular Civil Rights 
Congress and several other organizations. 

I became actually a member at the request of Otis Archer Hood, the 
chairman of the Communist Party of Massachusetts, whose classes I 
attended in Marxism and Leninism. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, where were you working at that time? 











12 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION IN DEFENSE PLANTS 


Mr. Gratis. In 1949 I was employed as a photographer, 

Mr. Kennepy. During this period of time were you in the Army 
Reserve program? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you join the Army Reserve? 

Mr, Guatis. In 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were therefore in the Army Reserve at the 
outbreak of the Korean wai? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you attend meetings of the Army Reserve? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I am a regular member of the Army Reserve. 
At the present time a special agent in CIC Reserve. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the Communist Party or members of the 
Communist Party express interest in your work that you did with the 
Army Reserve? 

Mr. Guatis. My farticipation and my membership in the Army 
Reserve actually resulted in a very serious affair that took place 
between the Communist Party and myself, the first Army Intelligence 
and FBI. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you relate the facts? 

Mr. Gratis. In the early part of 1951, a few months after the 
Korean war broke out, I was brought up before the review commission, 
which is the highest disciplinary body in the Communist Party. The 
commission at that time was being run by two individuals, a woman 
who at one time had been a member of the national committee to the 
Communist Party of the United States and her husband, who had 
fought in Spain and studied at the Lenin Institute in Moscow. 

After the security questioning I received, I think it was a day or 
two later, I was called up before the same group, the same two indivi- 
duals, and then they started asking me concerning my Reserve status. 
The first question was, ‘‘What section are you in in this particular 
unit?” 

At that time I was with the 304th Armored group, an armored unit 
stationed at Boston Army Base. I was enlistment sergeant in charge 
of the information and education section. 

The man that I described as the man who had studied at the Lenin 
Institute then pointed out to me that my status in the Reserve would 
affect my status in the Communist Party. He requested that. since 
I was in this section—I might add that this man has also served in the 
Army and he was well acquainted with Army tables of organization. 

He requested that I obtain information from this particular unit 
and its files concerning the political indoctrination courses given at 
the command and general staff school at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
with particular respect to the Korean situation, Far East, Formosa, 
and Balkans and in addition to that to obtain samples of literature 
that were used to indoctrinate the general troops, that is the troops in 
general in the Army Reserve, with respect to the same situations, 
Formosa, Far East, Korea, and what have you. 

Shortly thereafter I might add that our unit had been placed under 
orders to go to Korea. Actually the unit received orders, a second 
set of orders countermanding the original orders 2 weeks before ship- 
ment. 

In addition to requesting this information he also requested informa- 
tion concerning the makeup of the unit, the type of people involved 
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in the unit, whether officers and/or enlisted men would give political 
indoctrination courses to the troops. 

I in fact carried out the assignment. I went to the Army base one 
evening. 

Of course, [ had no way of knowing whether the Communist Party 
would be able to determine whether or not I would carry out the 
assignment. Of course, this was all in the hands of the First Army 
Intelligence people and the local FBI. 

Mr. Kennepy. This information I take it was classified? 

Mr. Guatis. In a sense it was; sir, yes. The information that he 
asked for was classified. 

The information that he received was not classified, let me put it 
that way. It was after I went to the Army base one evening when my 
unit was not meeting, I entered the unit area, took out the information 
from the files, certain types of papers that I wanted to record for First 
Army Intelligence. 

I contacted the agent I was working with. He contacted I believe, 
First Army Intelligence immediately. A few hours later I received 
material from this agent I was working with and this is the material 
that I presented to this official in the Communist Party. 

After reading this material he told me that, of course, it was anti- 
Communist and it was Fascist, that my being in this sort of unit might 
affect my own political thinking. 

As a result he ordered me to transfer myself anyway I could see fit 
to do it out of this perticular unit into some other section. 

He asked for a rather difficult—for me to perform a rather difficult 
duty because the type of unit I was in there was not any possible way 
I could move out of the section. 

I got into a wrangle with my commanding officer to the point where 
he transferred me out of the unit for the good of the service. 

Actually he placed a bad mark on my record for the first time. 

I was transferred to another unit and that pleased the party. 

Shortly thereafter I was put on a sleeper basis by the Communist 
Party simply because I was working at the General Electric Co. and 
the same officials whom I described previously who had asked that | 
obtain this information at the Army base told me that there were 
FBI men planted in the General Electric Co., and since I was working 
in a restricted area where they manufactured the jet engines, any 
obvious connections with the Communist Party on my part might 
affect me, might endanger my own position. ‘That henceforth I was 
to work only through front group organizations and to have no con- 
nection with the party to the extent it would show an affiliation of any 
sort, meaning, of course, that they felt that things were getting so 
tight in our area and in addition the legislation was being passed in 
the State of Massachusetts banning the Communist Party, that if 
I attended any party meetings they felt they were being tagged any- 
way. 

They wanted to protect me so I went undercover with the Com- 
munist Party. 

That in a sense is the facts surrounding this particular incident. 

There were several other phases which are of slightly classified secu- 
rity information. The name of the individuals who gave me this as- 
signment, I would prefer to relate to the committee in executive 
session. 


62455—55—pt. 18 
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(At this point, Senator McCarthy withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. In the course of your membership in the Commu- 
nist Party, did you know a gentleman by the name of Charles Waj- 
chowski? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know him as having a close connection 
with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us how you met Wajchowski? 

Mr. Guatis. I first came across Charles Wajchowski and his wife, 
Juanita Wajchowski, in 1949. I first came in contact with Juanita 
Wajchowski more than with Charles. I had photographed Juanita 
in party headquarters. She was a trusted member of the Communist 
Party. 

Charles Wajchowski and Juanita Wajchowski were designated to 
work with the Labor Youth League, an organization listed as sub- 
versive by the Attorney General. 

I might add by way of information and to further point up this par- 
ticular organization, that the individual who more or less had overall 
charge of the Labor Youth activities, a woman by the name of Edith 
Abber, is now under indictment by the State of Massachusetts for 
plotting to overthrow the Government by force and violence. 

Juanita Wajchowski handled the Roxbury chapter of the Labor 
Youth League. 

Charles Wajchowski was a leading figure in the Labor Youth League 
activities. 

I may point out a specific incident, in 1950, I believe it was May 6 
or 7, May 6 and 7, just about the time of my birthday, there was a 
convention in Boston of the Labor Youth League in which Charles 
Wajchowski played a leading role. 

I may point out later that all members of the front organizations 
that we had in that area were headed by the members of the Com- 
munist Party. 

I may point out here that I never sat in a closed meeting with 
Charles Wajchowski. I sat in a closed meeting with Juanita Waj- 
chowski, in a policy meeting after the Korean war broke out. 

I don’t want to establish or create the impression here that this is 
simply guilt by association. Charles Wajchowski’s position in the 
Labor Youth League, in a leadership position, he certainly could not 
hold that position without being a member of the Communist Party. 

It was my experience while I was in the Communist Party that 
those who held leadership in all front organizations in our area were 
members of the Communist Party. 

The reason why I didn’t sit in a closed meeting with Charles 
Wajchowski is that he worked in a separate area of operation than 
my own. 

Mr. Kennepy. You attended open meetings with him? 

Mr. Gratis. Yes, Charles Wajchowski attended front meetings 
and meetings sponsored by the Communist Party of Massachusetts 
and I may also point out he was very intimate with our party func- 
tionaries. Edwin Garfield, for example, whom I believe has been 
brought up before this committee; Emmanuel Blum, the district 
organizer of Communist Party District No. 1, and several other 
minor functionaries in the party in our area. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you know where Charles Wajchowski is now 
employed? 

Mr. Guatis. I believe he is still working at Allis-Chalmers Co. 

The CHarrMAN. What was the last time you talked to him? 

Mr. Guatts. I think the last time he talked to me, sir, was before 
this committee in 1954 when he called me a stool pigeon. 

The CHAIRMAN. 1954? 

Mr. Guatis. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Is he still working at the plant? 

Mr. Guatis. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you have any information that he has with- 
drawn from the party or been expelled? 

Mr. Guatis. No, sir, none whatsoever. 

The CHarrMaNn. Are you familiar now with the organizations there 
at that plant, front organizations? 

Mr. Guatis. I am familiar with some of the front organizations 
still operating in Massachusetts. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know whether they are operating at this 
plant or not? 

Mr. Gratis. That I couldn’t say. They wouldn’t openly operate 
in any plant. 

I can only judge my own situation, say, in the General Electric Co. 
They never openly serve the purpose of the Communist Party by— 
we wouldn’t be serving the purpose of the Communist party by openly 
conducting any campaigns on the part of any of the front organiza- 
tions in that area. We constantly used sj linter-type organization 
names, something we dreamed up overnight, for the purpose of push- 
ing a particular propaganda line, whether it be the Marshall plan or 
NATO or what-have-you. We would never use any of the front 
names as such within a plant, especially when it was conducting 
defense plant work. 

The Cuarrman. Where is Juanita Wajchowski? 

Mr. Guatis. She is still in Boston, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Does she work for any of the defense plants? 

Mr. Guatis. I haven’t the slightest idea, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You don’t know about her? 

Mr. Guatis. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You know he is still working there? 

Mr. Guatis. The latest information I have is he is still working in 
Allis-Chalmers. 

The CHarrmMan. When was your latest information? 

Mr. Guiatis. Pardon me, sir? 

The Cuarrman. I believe I have the information in the file. 

Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. You mentioned something about the Communist 
Party line and the Marshall plan and NATO. 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpt. The way you mentioned it implies that the Com- 
munist Party line on NATO and the Marhsall plan was to support 
it. I doubt that that would be the case. 

Mr. Guatis. Hardly, sir. 

I would like to illustrate that by pointing out a simple incident 
that took place in Boston. 
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We were looking for a particular issue to take to a particular area 
of Boston called East Boston. We found an issue in the process of— 
they were razing some homes and people were being evicted. A 
woman by the name of Ann Burlak, who had a longtime member- 
ship in the Communist Party and was known as the Red Flame, so 
to speak, instructed me and five other members of the Communist 
Party to canvass this particular area where people were being evicted 
in order to have them appear at a mass meeting to protest these 
evictions. 

We were five members of the Communist Party, and we were going 
to approach these people with pamphlets and literature which were 
entitled ‘Boston Tenants Committee to Protest the Evictions.” 

When these people attended the meeting we spoke about evictions, 
and a member of the party addressed the group, and he brought in 
a question of the Marshall plan as related to evictions, drawing an 
analogy whereas if we hadn’t sent so much money overseas with the 
Marshall plan it would have meant more money over here for Federal 
housing, and, as a result, if we don’t have the Marshall plan, you 
people would have more homes. 

We had people going out of that room condemning the Marshall 
plan that evening. 

The CHarrMAN, Do you have any questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there any further mformation you can give here 
in public session regarding the type of these requests that were made 
by the leaders of the Communist Party for information on the Army 
Reserve program and the papers that they wanted to get? 

What was going on, for instance, in Fort Leavenworth, Kans.? 
What sort of indoctrination was going on? 

Mr. Guatis. Well, sir, you can well understand the Communist 
Party attitude when, in order to determine the type of propaganda 
they will utilize themselves, they have to determine, first of all, 
what type of propaganda the Army is using in indoctrinating its troops. 

As concerns the Commanding General Staff School, he was pri- 
marily interested there in a description and the type of courses and 
any literature relative to the courses given to general staff officers at 
the Commanding General Staff School. 

As I pointed out, this had only been a few short months after the 
Korean war broke out, 

I would like to point out here that, of course, it is obvious that any 
member of the Communist Party who is a member of the Reserve is 
in & position to supply all types of information to the Communist 
Party, and that, in my own mind, constitutes intelligence of a par- 
ticular nature. 

If the party is willing to pick up a magazine on a newsstand which 
contains supposedly nonclassified information and file it as intelli- 
gence, there, again, that which a reservist could pick up within his 
own interest, since the Army is receiving the latest type of material, 
equipment, new tables of organization, new tactics resulting from the 
experiences learned in Korea, most certainly the party would be 
interested in that. 

Let me say this: That he also questioned me concerning what type 
of indoctrination we were receiving in the Reserve relative to the 
tactics used in Korea, whether we discussed the type of weapons used 
by the North Koreans and the Red Chinese. This is all intelligence, 





COMMUNIST INFILTRATION IN DEFENSE PLANTS 17 


and we would classify it as such, that can be used by any organization. 
It would certainly be giving comfort and aid to the enemy if he had in 
his possession the latest type—that is, information and latest type 
materials, propaganda, that we ourselves were indoctrinating our 
troops with in order to counteract this propaganda from the outside. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he want you to furnish as many documents as 
you could get to them? 

Mr. Guatis. That is right. 

He had to be satisfied with what he received because, of course, 
First Army, or the Army itself, would certainly not release any 
classified documents to him. But evidently the documents he did 
receive satistied him because they dealt primarily with the far eastern 
situation, I believe, and also the Balkans. But they were not classi- 
fied. It served the purpose. 

May I say it did serve the purpose for what they asked me for. 

Mr. Kennepy. He asked you this shortly after the war broke out 
in Korea? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes. I believe it was in March or April of 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. And were there two people present other than 
yourself when he made the request? 

Mr. Guatts. Yes, sir. And, as I pointed out, this request came 
after I was up before the review commission under interrogation. 
I was interrogated one evening for 7 hours—not 7 hours, but between 
7 and 12 o’clock—concerning my background, all phases of my 
background. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was the purpose of that to determine whether you 
could be trusted to perform this task to get the information from the 
Army? Is that your understanding of it? 

Mr. Gratis. I can only assume that. I know that, certainly, they 
must have trusted me to have asked me to do this, and they must 
have trusted me to put me on a sleeper basis and keep me operating. 

Senator Munpr. I think earlier in your testimony you said you had 
studied Marxism and Leninism under some teacher. Did you mention 
the name of the teacher? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir. Otis Archer Hood. He was the titular head 
of the Communist Party of Massachusetts. 

I point out as a note of information that that is when I first met 
Herb Philbrick, at these classes. At that time both of us didn’t know 
that we were both on the same side, so to speak. 

Senator Munprt. I was curious to know what these teachers of 
Marxism and Leninism taught the people whom they thought were 
actual or potential Communists. How would they try to present a 
case in this country on the basis of what has happened to the laboring 
class in Russia? What is their \ppeal? What is their common—— 

Mr. Guatis. Let me point out here that the revolution took place 
in 1917, and that which followed, a so-called dictatorship, had been 
accepted by the people in the Soviet Union, and is accepted by the 
Communist Party because it is a historical fact. In other words, 
when the last vestige of capitalism is destroyed, then they can go on 
to the last phase of the withering away of the state. 

The Communist Party teaches that they are always the er 
of the working class. 

When the revolution took place in the Soviet Union the masses 
required a dictatorship because they did not have the discipline and 
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organization such as the Communist Party had. They also 
preached—which we have been hearing about lately—this peaceful 
coexistence. 

We may have, possibly, peaceful coexistence on a diplomatic and 
military basis, but ideologically there can never be peaceful coexist- 
ence. As such, if we have no ideological peaceful coexistence, it 
means a constant furthe ring of this ideology and constant subversion 
if we have international communism as such and creating a world 
Communist state. 

The CuarrMan. You mean by not being able to have coexistence, 
even though we may have it te mporarily on a diplomatic and military 
basis, as you say, there is no coexistence in the sense that the Com- 
munists will alw ays ; be aggressive and always try to infiltrate and try 
to cause subversion. That is what you mean; is that correct? 

Mr. Gratis. In other words, what I say is there can never be coex- 
istence ideologically. 

The Communist Party or international communism as such will 
never divert from its goal, that of a world Communist state. And 
Lenin always preached that it is necessary sometimes to take 2 steps 
backward in order to take 1 step forward. 

In order for us to—it is a constant question of riding with the enemy, 
always riding with his blows. 

If we suddenly harden over here and draw a line, they perhaps will 
preach peaceful coexistence. They will perhaps preach a temporary 
situation which would lull us into a state of complacency, a deeper 
state of complacency. 

I have always felt that we have been complacent to some extent 
in this country. But it would lull us into a deeper state of compla- 
cency and would force those who are on the fence to more or less go 
deeper on the side of more coexistence and more coexistence to the 
point where we are ready and willing and able to cut all arms appro- 
priations and go on a peaceful budget and what have you. 

[, in my own mind, am a very—lI am still young. I only studied 
Leninism and Marxism for 6 years. It can only be my own humble 
opinion, but what I was trained in myself, the way I was trained 
myself in the Communist Party, the Communist Party and inter- 
national communism will never divert from its goal of establishing a 
world Communist state. Time is on their side. That is what they 
have always felt; that time was always on their side. It can be 10, 
15, 20, 25, even 50 years from now. It doesn’t make any difference. 
The Russian people have accepted it completely. We have been told 
that the necessity of a dictatorship was simply because it is required 
until all outside influencing elements such as capitalism have been 
eliminated, and, once they are eliminated, then we will go on to the 
withering away of the state. 

The Cuarrman. Is Mr. Wojchowski in the room? 

(At this point Senator Symington entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Can you identify Mr. Wojchowski you have been 
talking about? 

Mr. Gratis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Will you come around, Mr. Wojchowski. 

(Whereupon, a person in the room came forward.) 

The Cuarrman. Do you identify him? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, that is the same fellow. 
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The Cuarrman. The man standing immediately to your right? 

Mr. Guatis. Yes, sir, 

The CHarrman. All right, thank you. 

You may be excused. 

Do you want to call Mr. Wojchowski? 

Mr. KenNeEpy. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You may take the stand. 

Will you be sworn, please? 

You do solemnly swear that the testimony that you will give before 
this Senate Investigating Subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you, God? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES WOJCHOWSKi, DORCHESTER, MASS., 
ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, JOSEPH FORER, WASHING- 
TON, C. C. 


The CHatrMAN. State your full name to the reporter, please. 

Mr. Woscuowskt. My name is Charles Wojchowski. 

The Cuarrman. What is your address, Mr. Wojchowski? 

Mr. Woscnowski. Beg pardon? 

The CHarrMAN. What is your address? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. 107 Brunswick Street, Dorchester, Mass. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have someone present with you? Is that 
your counsel? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. That is my counsel. 

The CuairnMAN. Beg pardon? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. This is my counsel, Mr. Forer. 

The CHairmMan. This is your counsel? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. That is right. 

The CuarrMaNn. Would you identify yourself for the record, please. 

Mr. Forer. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

The CHatrMan. All right, counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where are you presently employed, Mr. Woj- 
chowski? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. Allis-Chalmers Manufacturing Co. in Hyde 
Park, Mass. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have a letter from the Allis-Chalmers Manu- 
facturing Co. 

The Cuatrman. This letter may be made exhibit 6 to the testimony 
It is a letter that states: 
a response to the request made recently by your Mr. Calabrese, we advise 
that: 

By Boston works has approximately $700,000 of Federal Government contract 
work; 

2. None of this work is classified ; 

3. All of the contracts are with Tennessee Valley Authority; Atomic Energy 
Commission; United States Navy; Corps of Engineers, United States Army, and 


4. The contracts are for circuit breakers to be used on Government installa- 
tions of electrical distribution systems. 


Signed by Mr. W. G. Lewis, assistant manager of sales, switchgear 
department. 

That may be made exhibit No. 6, and you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Wojchowski, are you a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 
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Mr. Woscuowskt. I decline to answer that question on the basis 
of the fifth amendment, my privilege to refuse to be a witness against 
myself. 

The Cuarrman. If you will speak a little louder. It is a little 
difficult to hear you. Speak a little louder, please. 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Do you want me to repeat? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I refuse to answer the question on the basis of 
the fifth amendment. And I am not required to be a witness against 
myself. 

Jo Kennepy. You feel that a truthful answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you. Is that correct? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. It might. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now were you a Communist during the period of 
1946 through 1954? 

Mr. Woscuowskxt. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is your wife a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I think that is an improper question to ask me, 
of my wife. I just don’t think it is right for a person to ask a man 
about his wife, to testify against his wife in such a case as this. 

Senator Munptr. What is your wife’s first name? 

Mr. Woscuowski. Juanita. 

The CuarrMav. May I ask you if you know Mr. James W. Glatis, 
the witness who just preceded you on the witness stand? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as I previously stated. 

The CHarrmMan. You refuse to say whether you know him or do 
not know him? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse on the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. You had better state the grounds now for the 
record as we go along. 

Mr. Woscnowski: On the grounds—I refuse to answer on the 
comes of the fifth amendment. I will not be a witness against 
myself. 

The Cuarrman. You have heard his testimony, have you, here this 
afternoon? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I was in the room and I heard it. 

The Cuarrman. You heard him say he knew you to be a Commu- 
nist, did you? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I heard him say that. 

The Cuarmman. You heard him state that, didn’t you? You heard 
him state that he attended a number of meetings with you? Commu- 
nist Party meetings? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. I think he said that, yes. 

The CuarrmMan. You heard him say that, did you? 

Mr. Woscnowsx1. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. You heard him also testify that your wife was a 
member of the Communist Party, a trusted member of the Communist 
Party. You heard that statement, did you? 

Mr. Woscnowsxi. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Notwithstanding these statements made here under 
oath in your presence, you now take the position that you do not want 
to testify regarding the subject matter? 
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Mr. Woscuowskt1. In view of the atmosphere of this country today, 
I stand on these grounds. 

The Cuarrman. It is a pretty good atmosphere. I like it. 

So, in view of the atmosphere, you don’t want to answer or deny 
the statements that have been made here against you under oath? 
They are made under oath. They are made here in the presence— 
They are made in public. You are being given an opportunity to deny 
them if you wish to deny them. You tell the committee you do not 
want to deny the charges that have been made against you here this 
afternoon? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I think I have made it perfectly clear what my 
position is. 

The CuHarrMan. Your position is you said you did not want to 
answer because you were afraid it might incriminate you. I am 
asking you if you want to deny them. We are simply giving you the 
opportunity and asking do you care to deny the charges made against 
you here under oath this afternoon. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscuowskt. At this time I don’t care to either admit or deny. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know anyone that is a Communist? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds that I previously stated. 

The CuatrrmMan. Have you been associated with Communists in 
the past? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse to answer the question on the same 
grounds. 

Senator Symineron. May I ask a question? 

The CHatrmMan. Yes, Senator Symington. 

Senator Symineron. How much—lI presume you wouldn’t object: 

What is your salary? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. It varies. I am on piecework, sir. 

Senator Symineron. How much do you make a week, roughly? 
Take-home pay? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. It varies: $60, $70. 

Senator Symineron. What was your annual income last year? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I don’t know offhand. I don’t know the figure. 

Senator SymineTon. $60 times 44% would be $240 a month; some- 
thing like that, $260 a month. 

Is that about what you make? 

Mr. Woscuowskt1. Well, in that neighborhoad. I don’t know 
exactly. 

Senator Symineton. What kind of work do you do? 

Mr. Woscuowsxt1. I run a drill. 

Senator Symineron. Do you make more than that? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I take home between $60 and $70. 

Senator Symincron. $60 and $70 a week? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. Do you think you would make as much as 
that if you were in a country behind the [ron Curtain? 

Mr. Woscnowsx1. I don’t know. 

Senator Symineron. You don’t think about that? 
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™ Mr. Woscuowski. I am concerned with this in my country. I 
love my country. I have got several of my family, my people, 
here. 

Senator SymineTron. I am glad you said that because, as I under- 
stand it, the Communist Party is dedicated to the overthrow of the 
United States Government by force and violence. 

Do you know if that is true? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I am no expert on the subject. 

Senator SymincTon. In other words, even if you are a Communist, 
you don’t know what the Communists believe. Is that a correct 
statement? 

Mr. Woscuowski. You’ve got a number of questions in there. 
That is certainly a very tricky question. 

Senator Symineton. I will repeat it. 

Even if you are a Communist, you don’t know what the tenets of 
the Comraunist Party, what the Communists beliefs, are. Is that 
correct? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. WoscuowskI. It is a very loaded question, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Why don’t you unload it? 

Mr. Forer. He is not asking a question. 

Senator Symineron. Let me ask you another question. 

If you were in charge of the procurement part of the Department 
of Defense, and a man would not admit whether he was or was not a 
member of the Communist Party, wouldn’t you take all defense work 
out of that plant? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Would you repeat the question? 

Senator Symineton. If you were a member of the Department of 
Defense in a procurement capacity, and you gave defense orders to 
a plant, and in that plant were workers who would not admit whether 
they were or were not members of the Communist Party 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. That is such a theoretical question. I am not 
in that position. 

Senator Symineron. Suppose that you were in that position. 
What would you think about it? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. I can’t suppose it. 

I am just a poor stiff working on a drill for $60 or $70 a week.- 

Senator Symincron. Just a toolmaker or drill press operator who 
doesn’t want to say whether he is a Communist or hot, 

Now suppose that the company was told that it wouldn’t get any 
more defense business if it had amybody who took the fifth amendment 
as to whether he were a Communist today. Do you think the com- 
pany’s position would be sound? 

Mr. Woscnowskt. That is another theoretical question. I am not 
in a position to debate that, that kind of business. 

Senator Symineron. I will ask you one more question. 

If you were a member of this committee, based on your testimony, 
would you recommend to the Department of Defense that it continue 
work with this company if it kept you in as an employee? 

Mr. Wojcuowski. Senator, I have committed no disloyal acts. I 
don’t see any reason for my company to discharge me. 

Senator Symineron. That is pretty close to the answer to that. 

Let me ask you another one along those lines, 
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Do you think any Communist should be allowed to work in defense, 
plants the way the world is today? 

Mr. Woscuowski. That is a purely theoretical question. 

Senator Symineron. No, it is not. 

Mr. Woscuowski. You know one person once said that the whole 
Democratic Party in the past 20 years is a whole period of treason. 

Senator Symineton. | promise you you never heard me say that. 

Mr. Woscnowskt. Probably not. But, listen: I know people that 
have been smeared for the craziest reasons. This is a real distorted 
world today. I am no expert on the whole subject. 

Senator Symrneton. I am afraid you are going to lese your job 
if you won’t state your position today as to your membership in the 
Communist Party. And I regret to see you be advised not to tell 
the facts, as you have now. 

Mr. Forrr. What makes you think he is being advised that way? 

Senator Symineron. Let me finish what I am saying, please. 

Because if you don’t tell them now I am sure the committee will 
recommend that you are going to be discharged. So you are just 
voluntarily giving up your position possibly under this line of answers 
that you have been giving the committee. 

So I was really working in your interests, provided you are still 
interested in working at your job. 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I have committed no disloyal act. Iam a vet- 
eran out of World War II, a tail gunner with 11 months in the Pacific. 
And I would fight any enemy again. 

I consider myself a very loyal person. I am a union member. 
Wherever there was a union I joined the union and fought there for the 
interests of people like myself. And I am going to continue to do so. 

I have committed no disloyal acts. You know all these insinua- 
tions- 

Senator Symincron. You feel that way toward America. I cer- 
tainly respect you for your military career. I am sure you had a fine 
military career based on what you say. 

If you feel that way why are you afraid to admit that you are not a 
member of a conspiracy against the United States? 

Mr. Woscnowsx1. The way I understand the situation in this 
country today, people are being brought before committees; they are 
losing their jobs, for all sorts of reasons: People where they might 
have associated with someone, perfectly innocent people. I think it 
is highly improper. 

This whole business belongs in the courts, in my opinion. 

Senator Syminetron. Do you think that you would lose your job 
if you stated you were not a Communist, under oath? 

Mr. Woscuowsxt. Would you repeat the question? 

Senator Symineron. Do you think you would lose your job if you 
stated that you were not a Communist, under oath? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I don’t know. I don’t know what my boss’ 
position is going to be on it. 

Senator Symineton. Do you think you have more chance of keeping 
your job if you refuse to answer under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Woscnowskxt. I think if I did lose my job under those—I don’t 
see any reason for anyone to fire me. I do my job. I am not com- 
mitting any crimes, never have. 
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Senator Symrneron. Is it legal to be a member of the Communist 
Party in the State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. I understand that it is illegal. 

Senator Symineron. Then if you are a member of the Communist 
Party in Massachusetts it is illegal and against the law, is it not? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. I suppose it is. 

Senator Symrveton. Then do you want, if you weren’t a member, 
to tell the committee that you weren’t a member? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I don’t feel that way, Senator. 

Senator Symineton. I see. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munprt. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know of any Communists working at this 
plant where you work? 

Mr. Woscuowsxt. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
I have previously stated. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you think that knowing of a Communist work- 
ing there at that plant would tend to incriminate you? 

‘Mr. Woscuowsxt. Would you repeat the question? 

The CuarrMan. You are taking the position that if you know a 
Communist is working there at that plant, that to say so would 
incriminate you or te nd to incriminate you? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. It might. 

The Cuarrman. Have you given any information that you re- 
ceived from your job in the course of your work, any knowledge that 
you gained about the affairs of the company or the matters pertaining 
to Government contracts or products that were being produced for 
the Government, have you passed on any of that information to 
others? 

Mr. Woscuowskr. Look, I punch in at 7:30 in the morning. I do 
my job. 

The CuarrMan. You punch again now. 

Have you given that information to anybody else? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I don’t know of any information. I do my 
job. I drill holes 

The Cuarrman. Have you given out any information about your 
job? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I give no information to anyone. 

The CuarrmMan. You haven’t talked to anyone else or given out 
any information about it? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. Well, I have talked to people about my job; I 
mean people you associate with. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you given any information of that nature to 
a Communist? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. What information of what nature? 

The CuHarrman. I have stated the nature of it. Any information. 
Have you given any information to any Communist regarding your 
work, the nature of your work, or any knowledge or information you 
have gained while working there with relation to what the plant is 
producing and how it is produced? 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. You are asking me to accuse myself of some- 
thing that nobody knows—— 

The Caarrman. Well, you know. 

Mr. Woscnowsktr. What the information is. 
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I don’t know. I have no idea what you are talking about. 

The CuarrMaNn. Do you mean to state under oath that you have 
no idea what I am talking about? 

Mr. Woscuowsktr. I don’t know what information you are talking 
about. 

The CHarrMAN. Have you given any information to any Commu- 
nist regarding your work, period? 

You know what I am talking about. 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
I previously stated. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you think it would be self-incriminating if you 
gave any testimony along that line? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t know; it might. 

The Cuarrman. It might. 

Any other questions? 

Senator Munpr. No questions. 

Mr. Chairman, I suggest you write the man from the company 
that wrote us about the defense contracts, and ask him to advise us 
so we can advise procurement whether or not this young man is to 
be continued on the payroll under the circumstances. 

Senator Symineron. I would like to associate myself with the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman. 

The CHatrMAN. Of course, we will give full information to the 
employer. 

Senator Munpr. I think his employer should be requested to give 
information back to our committee. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Juliana? 

Mr. Juutana. Did you graduate from high school? 

Mr. Woscuowski. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Juana. Did you attend college? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I was in the service; I attended the University 
of Cincinnati for 5 or 6 months. 

Mr. Juniana. As a serviceman? 

Mr. WoscHowsk!. As a serviceman. 

Mr. Juniana. Your bills were paid for by the Government? 

Mr. Woscuowski. That is right. 

Mr. Jutiana. Were you a Communist before you went into the 
Air Force? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
that I previously stated. 

Mr. Juniana. State the grounds in full, will you, please? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
that it is my privilege not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Juuiana. Were you a Communist when you were in the Air 
Force? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. JuLi1ana. State them in full, will you, please? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it is my 
privilege not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Juuiana. Did you rejom the Communist Party after you got 
out of the Air Force? 

Mr. WoJcuowski. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Juniana. State them in full, please. 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. You know what. 
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Mr. Juniana. State them in full. 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. It is 
my privilege not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Jutiana. Where did you serve in the Air Force? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I served various places in the country, and went 
overseas and served all through the Pacific. 

Mr. Jutiana. Did you serve in the European theater at all? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I did not. 

Mr. Juniana. Did you associate with any Communists while you 
were in the Air Force? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Juuiana. On what grounds? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. On the grounds I previously stated. 

Mr. Junrana. Will you repeat the grounds, please? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse to answer the question, that it is my 
privilege not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Juutana. While you were a member of the Air Force did you 
give any information to any Communist concerning your assignments 
in the Air Force? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I don’t know—I think it is a loaded question. 
I don’t know—— 

Mr. Juraana. I assure you it is not loaded. 

When you were in the Air Force did you give any Communists any 
information concerning any of your assignments in the Air Force? 
And that is simple for a man who went to college at the expense of the 
United States Government. 

Mr. Woscuowski. Any information at all? 

Mr. Juuiana. Any information at all. 

Mr. Woscuowski. 1 know what I mean by information, but I 
don’t know what you mean by information. 

Mr. Juniana. Did you ever tell any Communist that you were 
being transferred or that your squadron was going overseas? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
that I previously stated. 

Mr. Jutiana. Did you ever give any Communists any other in- 
formation about your assignment in the Air Force? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I refuse to answer the question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Jutiana. What are the grounds? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer the question on the ground 
that it is my privilege not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Juxiana. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you a member of the American—Labor Youth 
League? 

Mr. Woscuowsxt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you now a member of the Labor Youth League? 

Mr. Woscrowskt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever followed instructions from the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you follow instructions in the future if the 
Communist Party gave them to you? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Kennepy. If we got into a war with a foreign power and the 
Communist Party gave you instructions, would you follow the in- 
structions of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t think— 

Look, I don’t take structions from anyone. You are asking—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Why don’t you answer the question? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. Would you state the question again, please. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you repeat it, please. 

(The reporter read from his notes, as requested.) 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Let the record show that the witness’ attorney is 
advising him as to what he might answer, or what the answer should 
be. 

Mr. Forer. You mean you heard what I am saying to the witness? 

Mr. Kennepy. I can see. 

Mr. Forer. You can see me talk. You are saying what I am 
telling him. 

Senator SymineTon. He said let the record show that he had the 
advice of counsel. 

Mr. Forer. That is not what he said. 

The CuHarrMan. Let’s proceed. 

You have a right to counsel your client. 

Mr. Woscuowski. Whatever I say here, I am the person who is 
under oath, and I am responsible for it. And I am the one that is 
going to make the decision. 

Mr. Kennepy. Answer the question now. 

Mr. Woscuowskr. Look, I don’t take instructions from anyone. 
I answered the question in that way, and I don’t know what instruc- 
tions you are talking about. And if, on further questions, you are 
going to talk about instructions or similar—those are purely theoretical 
and tricky questions, in my opinion. 

Mr. Kewnepy. I want to know if you take instructions from the 
Communist Party. Just tell me yes or no. 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t take instructions from anyone. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you, have you taken instructions from the 
Communist Party in the past? 

(The witness confers with his counsel) 

Mr. Kennepy. Is your answer you don’t take instructions from 
them? 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I will state, and I state again, I don’t take in- 
structions from anyone. 

The Cu#arrman. Not even from your superiors at the plant? 

Mr. Woscuowski. Except where I work, yes. 

The CuarrmMan. There are exceptions. 

Mr. Woscnowskr. They hireme. Ihave got to. I perform duties 
that they pay for. 

he CuarrMan. That kind of answer that you gave is not an ac- 
curate answer. 

You do take instructions in your work, do you not? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Well, I was referring to the question in the 
sense that he was asking it. 

The CuHartrMaNn. I know what you are referring to. 
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But you do take instructions. You said you took instructions from 
no one. You did not mean that, did you? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. In reference to his question, in reference to— 
where I work, naturally I have got to take instructions. 

Mr. CuarrMan. All right, let me ask you another question. 

Do you take instructions from any Communists or Communist 
authority with respect to your work as to how you shall perform your 
work and what you shall undertake to do for the Communist Party 
while you are at the plant? 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I stated I don’t take instructions from anyone. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes; but you just admitted you did. 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Except my employers. 

The Cuarrman. I am asking about your work there at the plant. 

Do you take instructions from any Communist or Communist 
Party member or authority with respect to your work there at that 
plant? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. WojcuowskI. I state it again. 

Where I work; I am being employed by this company, and I get 
paid so much for doing the work, and, naturally, I am taking instruc- 
tions from them. 

I don’t take instructions from anyone else there. 

The CuarrMan. You have already admitted that you took instruc- 
tions from your superiors at the plant with regard to work. Now I 
ask you the question, if you take instructions there at the plant or 
regarding your work at the plant 

Mr. Woscuowski. No. 

The CuarrMan. From anybody else, from any Communist, Com- 
munist officer, member or authority? 

Mr. Woscnowski. I don’t take any instructions from anyone 
except my superiors in the plant. 

The CHarrMAN. Are any of your superiors Communists? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t know if they are or not. How—— 

The CuarrMAN. You say you don’t know? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t know if they are or not. I don’t know 
everything about everybody in this country. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, do you know any Communists? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I refuse to answer that question. 

The CHarrMan. I see. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell me if you have ever taken any 
instructions from the Communist Party? You can answer that. 

Mr. Woscuowskt. I stated I don’t take instructions from anyone. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just answer me ‘yes’ or ‘‘no”. The answer is 
“No” then. Just say- 

Is the answer “‘no’’? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I prefer to answer my own way. 

That is your way of answering. 

My way of answering is | don’t take instructicas from anyone. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is not an answer. 

Mr. Woscuowskt. It is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—— 

The CHarrman. Ask the question again, 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever taken any instructions from the 
Communist Party? 
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(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you answer it? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. Not in the way that you are putting the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Kunnepy. Mr. Chairman, I request that you order the witness 
to answer the question, 

The CHatrMan. Is that the answer you gave? 

Mr. Woscuowski. Not in the way that he understands instruc- 
tion—that I understand it. We have a difference of what instruction 
means. 

Mr. Forer. He is saying not in the way he understands instruction. 

Mr. Kunnepy. That is his answer? 

Mr. Forer. Certainly it is. What is wrong with that answer? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Forer, he is the witness. Let’s talk with him. 

Mr. Forrer. Why do you ask for an answer when he has given it to 

ou? 

The CuarrMAN. Let’s straighten it out. 

Ask the question again so the Chair will know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever taken instructions from the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. WoJscnowsk1. I stated that I don’t take instructions from 
anyone. 

The CHarrMAN. You are ordered to answer that question. 

Mr. Woscnowsx1. What did you mean by instructions? I don’t 
know what you mean. 

The Cuarrman. You know what we mean by it. You know 
exactly. You are intelligent. 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

The CuatrMan. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Woscnowsk1. In the way that I understand the word instruc- 
tions, I have not taken any orders from anyone. 

The answer is no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Has the Communist Party ever asked you to do 
anything? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
that I previously stated. 

Mr. Kennepy. If the Communist Party asked you to do something 
in the future would you do it? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. That is a purely theoretical question. 

Mr. Kunnupy. Just anything. If they asked you to do anything 
in the future would you do it? 

Mr. Woscuowski. I stated that I don’t take instructions from 
anyone. 

Senator.Symineton. Let me ask you this question. 

Based on your testimony, you are either afraid or ashamed to say 
that you are a member of the Communist Party, if you are. 

Why are you ashamed of it, if you are? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I have my reasons. I don’t want to, you know, 
come down and stick my neck in the noose where at some future 
date—— 

Senator Symineton. What are you afraid of? 

The Cuarrman. He said he didn’t want to stick his neck in a noose. 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. That is right. At some future date—— 

Senator Symineron. You mean a Communist noose? 
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Mr. Woscuowsk1. A certain series of events might incriminate me 
or something. 

Senator Symincton. How would that be, if you came up here as 
an American citizen? You say you love your country. You have 
got a lawyer who can tell you what your rights are, and you say that 
you will not, as of today, admit whether you are or are not a member 
of an organization that the world knows is dedicated to the overthrow 
of this Government by force and violence. 

What kind of a position is that to take before a committee of the 
Congress of the country that is asking you respectfully and sincerely 
whether you are a member of that conspiracy, and you refuse to 
answer, and apparently it is a big joke with you and with your law- 
yer, too. You have been smiling all along. 

Mr. Forer. I have been smiling because I just can’t follow such 
questions. 

Senator Symineron. It is just a big joke. But it wasn’t a big joke 
this afternoon when these boys had to take those MIG’s on over in 
the Pacific. 

Mr. Forer. The only reason I smile is because of the ineptness of 
some of the questions. 

Senator Symineton. You are laughing at us. 

Mr. Forer. I am laughing at some of the questions. Very unfair. 

Senator Symrneron. All we are trying to do is find out the truth. 
I would like to ask the witness again: 

Why are you afraid, if you say you are a good American citizen, 
why are you afraid this afternoon to say whether or not you are a 
member of an organization that is dedicated to the overthrow of 
this Government by force and violence? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I don’t know of any such organization. 

Senator Syminecton. Well, then, with that premise, do you know 
whether the Communist Party has that as its policy or not? 

Mr. WoJcuowskt. Well, some of those words that you use I don’t 
understand. I am not 

Senator Symincton. What words? 

Mr. Woscuowsk1. I am not—‘‘premised”; what do you mean by 
premised? Explain the question more simply, will you, please. 

Senator Symineron. I will try. 

Do you know whether or not the Communist Party is interested in 
the overthrow of the United States Government by force and violence? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Woscuowski. In my opinion—I am no expert in this busi- 
ness—I don’t think so. 

Senator Symineton. You don’t think so. 

If you found out that that was true, and you were a member of 
the Communist Party would you resign? 

Mr. Woscuowskr. A very loaded question, Senator. 

Senator Symineron. I think if you try hard you would be a better 
witness. 

Mr. Woscuowskt. Well, it all depends on what side of the fence 
you are sitting on. 

The Cuarrman. You have done your best for your country this 
afternoon. 

Mr. Woscnowskt. I think so. I have defended the Constitution, 
which is therefore 
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The Cuarrman. I understand. 

You are excused. 

Mr. Woscnowskt. Could I read a statement? 

The Cuarrman. No, sir. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Herman Thomas, come around, please, sir. 

Mr. Thomas, will you be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate investigating subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth, so help you, God? 

Mr. Tuomas. I do. 

(At this point Senator Mundt withdrew from the hearing room.) 


TESTIMONY OF HERMAN THOMAS 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Thomas, you have appeared before this com- 
mittee before, have you not? 

Mr. Tomas. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have gone through at that time your 
experiences in the Communist Party and the information that you 
were furnishing to the FBI while a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. While a member of the Communist Party and giving 
information to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, did you give 
information regarding a Charles William Erney? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir, I did. 

(At this point Senator Mc Carthy entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Charles William Erney as a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. THomas. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Kunnepy. Could you tell us where you knew him to be a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. T'Homas. Well, from 1937 to 1939 he was a member of the 
Bethiehem City Club of the Communist Party of eastern Pennsyl- 
vania and Delaware; and then in 1944, when I rejoined the party at 
the request of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, Charles Erney 
was a member of the Communist Party. And in December of 1945 
prior to the steel strike Charles Erney became a member of the 
Bethlehem Steel Club of the Communist Party, and I have known 
him since as being a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he take an active part in that strike in 1946? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he taking instructions from the Communist 
Party at that time? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir; we all were. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the instructions at that time were to prolong 
the strike as much as possible? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was one of those that was carrying out these 
instructions from the party? 

Mr. Tuomas. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And so you knew him up to 1950;to be a member 
of the Communist Party. Is that correct? 

Mr. Tomas. That is correct. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have information that Charles 
William Erney is presently employed at the Bethlehem Steel Co., 
Bethlehem, Pa. 

Would you call for Charles William Erney? 

The Cuarrman. Is Mr. Erney present? Charles William Erney? 

(There was no response. ) 

The CuarrMan. Is he present? 

(There was no response.) 

The Cuarrman. All right, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this committee has been trying to 
serve Mr. Erney with a subpena for a good deal of time. We finally 
served him last week, and he said to the marshal at that time that he 
needed transportation costs to come to Washington, and gave the 
marshal his address where the transportation costs could be sent. 

We sent him his airplane ticket at that address, and it was returned 
to us because Mr. Erney had left. The individual at the house would 
not give any more information. 

This morning we received a telegram from Mr. Charles William 
Erney, from Philadelphia, Pa., and I would like to have it made a part 
of the record. 

The Cuatrman. The telegram, exhibit No. 7, will be read into the 
record as requested. 

It is addressed to the chairman, sent from Philadelphia, dated May 
10, 2:45 a. m. 

Arrived Philadelphia en route Washington suffering severe pain due infected 
pilanodol cyst. Consulted physician who advises no further travel and immediate 
correction of condition. Details follow by mail. 

This will be inserted in the record, and we will await the condition 
as to details, and we will then be governed according to what is 
indicated. 

Has he supplied the physician? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 

The CuarrMan. As I understand, he is the one we have had trouble 
getting the service on. 

Mr. Kennepy. A great deal of difficulty. We had an investigator 
2 days in Bethlehem trying to locate him 2 months ago. He left 
town and then came back. And we finally had him served, and then 
had this difficulty. 

The Cuatrman. For the record, the Chair will state the matter will 
certainly be pursued further. 

All right, thank you very much. 

Who is your next witness? 

Mr. William DeLos. 

Mr. DeLos, come around, please. 

(At this point Senator Symington withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this. 
Senate investigating subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth, so help you, God? 

Mr. DeLos. I de. 
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM DELOS, AMSTERDAM, N. Y. 


The Cuarrman,. Will you state your name for the record? 

Mr. DeLos. William DeLos, D-e L-o-s. 

The Cuarrman. A little louder, please. 

Mr. DeLos. William DeLos. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you live? 

Mr. DeLos. 10 Tryon Street, Amsterdam, N. Y. 

The CHarrman. You have conferred with members of the staff 
of this committee, have you, regarding the subject matter of this 
inquiry? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes, sir. I think I understand what you mean. 

The answer will be ‘‘Yes.”’ 

If I don’t—— 

The CuarrMan. You have previously appeared in executive session 
before the committee? 

Mr. DeLos. Oh, yes. 

The Cuatrman. You do not have an attorney with you. I assume 
you do not want one? 

Mr. DeLos. I don’t feel I need one. 

The Cuarrman. All right, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where are you presently working? 

Mr. DeLos. General Electric, Schenectady. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been working there? 

Mr. DeLos. Fourteen years. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you presently a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. DeLos. No, I am not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever been a member? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. When were you a member? 

Mr. DeLos. Well, I couldn’t set definite time limiis, but I would 
say between 1948 and 1952 would be quite definite, and possibly a 
fringe either way. 

The CuarrMANn. Something a period of near 4 years, between 1948 
and 1952. 

Mr. DeLos. Well, also some time subsequent to 1952. 

Did I say 1942? 

I mean 1952. 1948 to 1952. 

Subsequent to that I mean just— 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get it straightened out. 

You have been saying from 1948 to 1952. 

Mr. DerLos. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. What do you say now? When were you a mem- 
ber? 

Mr. DeLos. I think definite limits would be between 1948 and 
1952, and then from 1952 until possibly a year ago there was no com- 
plete break. I had just been drifting out. 

The CuarrMan. Then until about a year ago or a little more you 
were a member of the Communist Party, and so regarded as such? 

Mr. DeLos. No, I don’t think I did. I think they might have. 

The Cuarrman. Then when did you disregard yourself as one? 
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Mr. DeLos. Shortly after the outbreak of the Korean war I figured 
there were some basic differences of opinion between us. But already 
I felt I was in a situation with, well, the FBI and this committee, 
where I couldn’t break completely with them. I didn’t know. where 
I stood, and I had to have friends somewhere on one side or the other. 

Senator McCarruy. When you appeared before the committee in 
executive session were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. DeLos. That would be 

Senator McCarruy. February 1954. 

Mr. DeLos. No, I would say “No.” 

Senator McCarrnuy. You were not? ; 

Mr. DeLos. No. I think I was ready then to testify. But that 
was a very unfortunate occurrence. I found it wasn’t an executive 
session at all. I found at least a hundred girls there from some college. 
I didn’t feel that it was an executive session. 

Senator McCarrny. At that time you invoked the fifth amend- 
ment. 

It is rather important for you to search your memory and tell us 
whether you were a member of the Communist Party at that time or 
not. You say you were not a member at that time? 

Mr. DeLos. Well, it is an indefinite thing. I still had some contact 
with possibly one Communist member, but I don’t think that makes 
me a Communist. I wasn’t functioning as a Communist. 

Senator McCarruy. Were you a member of the party? A contact 
with one member wouldn’t make youa member. Were you a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. DeLos. Not under their discipline, no. 

Senator McCartruy. You weren’t? 

Mr. DeLos. No. 

Senator McCarruy. Why did you tell us then that you felt it would 
incriminate you if you answered that question on February 19? 

Mr. DreLos. I don’t think I said that it would incriminate me. I 
think I said that I would not testify against myself. 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask the Chair to not make any decision 
at this time. But I am going to ask him to consider the question and 
take it up at an early meeting, if you will, as to whether or not this 
man should not be cited for contempt. He said now he was not a 
member of the Communist Party when he appeared before the com- 
mittee last time. At that time he invoked the fifth amendment. He 
had no right to invoke the fifth amendment unless he actually were a 
member of the party. 

I am not going to ask the Chair to make a decision, but I will 
ask the Chair to take that up. 

The CuarrMan. I will keep in mind what the Senator has requested. 

In the meantime, let’s ask the witness if he is ready to give us the 
benefit of all the assistance he may be able to give us. 

Mr. DeLos. I do think that Senator McCarthy’s attitude is quite 
unfair because I have come here with an attitude of cooperation, 
and I don’t think that 

The Cuarrman. We appreciate that, if you will proceed now. 

Senator McCarruy. May I say if this witness does now cooperate 
fully and give the committee all the information he has, I certainly 
would not want to shove any contempt action, if he has changed his 
position, to cooperate. 
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The Cuatrman. I believe that the witness has that in mind. So 
we will proceed. 

If you will help us we would appreciate it very much. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were a member of the Communist Party in 
1948. You joined in 1948? 

Mr. DeLos. I can’t—I wouldn’t set a definite time limit at 1948. 
I never kept a log. But I know some time—I came home from the 
Navy, and during the next couple of years—I came home in 1945, 
and in 1946 I doubt if I had any connection. In 1947 I remember 
a number of occasions I met with a Communist organizer. I hadn’t 
met with him; he had dropped in at my house. That is why I said 
1948 as the time when I think I joined. 

Or you could say I put my name down as a member. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did a Communist Party organizer drop in at your 
house? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

a Kernnepy. And requested that you become a member of the 
party 

Mr. DeLos. Not during his first visit. But later on he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you attend closed meetings of the Communist 
Party after that day? 

Mr. DeLos. Well, during this period of 1948 to 1952, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. You attended closed meetings of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are willing to furnish to this committee, 
the staff of the committee or the committee in executive session, names 
of the individuals with whom—or who attended those meetings with 
you? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And have you talked to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation? 

Mr. DeLos. I haven’t had any contact with them in a couple of 

ears. 
. Mr. Kennepy. But if they contact you now you will turn over all 
the information that you have to them. Is that correct? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that would be all the information that you have 
on Communist Party activities after they first approached you in 1946 
to 1947 up until this very time. Is that right? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whatever information you have you will disclose 
to them and to the staff of the subcommittee or this committee in 
executive session? 

Mr. DeLos. Well, the answer is yes. It means hanging around 
longer or coming back down, doesn’t it? 

Mr. Kennepy. We will work that out. 

The Cuarrman. The chair understands you are perfectly willing 
now to disclose all information, facts and knowledge you may have 
relating to the Communist Party in this country and those whom you 
know to be Communists? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes, sir. Let me put it this way: I am not trying to 
be on both sides at once. 











36 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION IN DEFENSE PLANTS 


The Cuarrman. You are ready and willing now to do it? 

Mr. DeLos. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Some parts of it we may want in executive session 
rather than in public session, at least for the present. So you tell 
us now that you are available to give us that information, anything 
that we want in executive session? 

Mr. DeLos. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right, proceed. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, may I say, in view of this 
changed attitude on the part of the witness, I would, if he proceeds 
to do what he says he will, withdraw my request that contempt action 
be started. I wouldn’t want to press that in view of the changed 
attitude. 

Mr. DeLos. Senator, I wouldn’t say it if I didn’t mean it. 

The Cuarrman. All right, if you will stand aside for just a few 
minutes, please, until we hear another witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. What branch of the Communist Party were you in? 
What was the 

Mr. DeLos. By branch you mean city? 

Mr. Kennepy. What city? 

Mr. DeLos. Schenectady is about all I know. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was called the Schenectady branch of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. DzLos. Schenectady Branch. And I assume it would be an 
industrial branch. I work in a shop, in a factory. 

The Caatrman. We will hear you further in executive session a 
few minutes later. 

Who is your next witness? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Robert LaFortune. 

The CuatrMan. Come around, please. 

Will you be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence which you shall give before 
this Senate investigating subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you, God? 

Mr. LaForrungs. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF ROBERT LaFORTUNE, TROY, N. Y.,. ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS COUNSEL, BERT DIAMOND, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Caatrman. Will you state your name. 

Mr. LaForrune. Robert LaFortune. 

The Cuarrman. Robert Fortune? 

Mr. LaFortune. LaFortune. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you live? 

Mr. LaForrune. 126 Second Avenue, Troy, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. You have present someone with you. Is that your 
attorney? 

Mr. LaForruns. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Diamond, who I believe has previously been 
identified for the record. He represents you? 

Mr. LaForrune. That is right. 

The CuarrMANn. You may proceed. 

I believe that was in executive session. 

Mr. Diamond, will you identify yourself again for the public record? 
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Mr. Diamonp. My nume is Bert Diamond. My address is 734 
15th Street NW., Washington 5, D. C. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. All right, then, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are presently employed at General Electric? 

Mr. LaForrune. I am. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been employed there? 

Mr. LaForrune. 30 years, approximately. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are in the aeronautics building. Is that right? 

Mr. LaForrtune. I am not now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you? 

Mr. LaForrvune. I was at one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have been employed there 30 years? 

Mr. LaFortune. I have been employed with the company approxi- 
mately 30 years; not in the aeronautics department. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you presently a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. LaForrune. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever? 

Mr. LaFortune. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were the years? 

Mr. LaFortune. I would say between 1934 and 1938. As near 
as I can recall, 1934 and 1938. 

Mr. Kennepy. The year? 

Mr. LaFortune. As near as I can recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that all? 

Mr. LaForruns. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not a member of the Communist Party 
in 1940? 

Mr, LaForrune. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just 1934 to 1938? 

Mr. LaForrune. 1938 and probably 1938 and 1939, somewhere in 
there, just prior to 1940. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you appeared before this committee in execu- 
tive session you took the fifth amendment as to your Communist 
Party activities. 

Mr. LaForrvune. I did from 1940 on; I think I took it. 

Mr. Kennepy. And yet you were not a member of the Communist 
Party during that period of time? 

Mr. LaFortrune. Well, I was a member of the Communist Party, 
as nearly as I can recollect, from about 1934 to 1938. 

Now I am not quite too sure about that. So I think I made it— 
when I took the fifth amendment I think I made it 1940 so if anything 
should come up that it would be proven that I was later than that I 
wouldn’t be hooked on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember if you were asked whether you 
were a member of the Communist Party during the 1940’s and took 
the fifth amendment? 

Mr. LaForrvune. I started from 1954 back to 1920, I guess, or 
back until I took the fifth amendment, which was 19—as a matter 
of fact, I don’t just remember. It may have been 1938; it may have 
been 1940. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you have any explanation why you would 
take the fifth amendment as to whether you were a Communist Party 
member in 1947 and 1946 and 1945 and during the first few years of 
the 1940’s? 
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Mr. LaForrung. I took it on the advice of my attorney, which 
was at the last minute. The union had an attorney that represented 
the union at that time, and I appeared there late and I had no prepara- 
tion whatever. So he sat down by me and I asked him what I should 
do. I took it at his advice. That is the reason I took the fifth 
amendment at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Before giving you the advice did he ask you whether 
you had been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. LaFortwne. I think not. I don’t recall that he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. He just told you to take the fifth amendment on 
the question of the Communist Party? 

Mr. LaForrune. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And never asked you about what your affiliation 
was with the Communist Party? 

Mr. LaFortune. He really didn’t have much time to go over 
anything with me. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was his name? 

Mr. LaForrune. Mr. Blodgett. 

Mr. Kennepy. What union was it that asked him to represent 

ou? 
Mr. LaFortune. At that time it was the UE, Local 301, the elec- 
trical and radio workers. 

Senator McCarruy. Was he a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. LaForrune. Mr. Blodgett? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. 

Mr. LaFortunsg. I think not. He is a Schenectady lawyer. 

Senator McCarruy. A Schenectady lawyer? 

Mr. LaFortune. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. He advised you to take the fifth amendment 
without first asking you whether or not you were a Communist? 

Mr. LaFortune. When we got back to that stage I was—not being 
familiar with this thing at all, my first time I had ever been called 
I leaned over and asked him what I should do, and he says, “I would 
take the fifth amendment here.”’ 

Senator McCarrny. Did he ask you whether you were a Com- 
munist at that time, first? 

Mr. LaForrtune. I don’t recall that he did. I suppose he assumed 
that I was. On short notice he was trying to advise me. That.is the 
impression I got. 

Senator McCarruy. You were in the Communist Party at that 
time? 

Mr. LaForrune. No. 

Senator McCartuy. But you nevertheless invoked the fifth 
amendment 

Mr. LaFortune. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy (continuing). To the question? 

Mr. LaFortune. Well, I was not a Communist at the time I was 
at the hearing. 

Senator McCartuy. No. At the time—— 

Mr. LaForrune. But I was at the time I took the fifth amendment, 
which was 1938, I believe. 1938. 

Senator McCarruy. Counsel—pardon me, Mr. Chairman. 

Counsel just asked you whether or not you took the fifth amendment 
as to the 1940’s. I believe you told him you did. 
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The question is: Were you a Communist in the forties? 

Mr. LaFortruneg. Not in the 1940’s, no. 

Senator McCarruy. Why did you invoke the fifth amendment 
covering the period of time in the 1940’s? 

Mr. LaForrwune. I did not. 

Senator McCarruy. You did not invoke the fifth amendment? 

Mr. LaForrune. No. 

Senator McCarrny. In other words, your story is that you only 
invoked the fifth amendment covering ‘the period of time which you 
were a Communist? 

Mr. LaForrtune. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. That is different. 

You took the fifth amendment up to 1940. Is that it, as you recall? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. You were asked—do you have a copy of the record 
there? 

Mr. Diamonp. No. 

Mr. LaForrune. No, I have nothing. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were asked, at the bottom of page 42——~ 

The Cuarrman. I will ask you, Mr. LaFortune, if you recall this 
testimony, if you gave this testimony to the committee. I start with 
this question where the chairman uabed you: 


You have not attended any Communist Party meetings? 


And you answered: 

I am not a Communist, 
‘Then the chairman asked you: 

Have you attended any Communist meetings? 
You answered: 

I don’t just know what you mean. 


Mr. LaForrvune. I think right here at this point you must have 
some wrong material there. It must be concerning someone else 
because that never took place. ’ 

The Cuarrman. Your name appears all through this official 
document where I am reading. 

Mr. LaForrune. I don’t know where they got that in the record. 

The Cuartrman. I say 9 answered right following the name of 
Mr. LaFortune. So I will ask you if you recall these questions and 
the answers you gave. 

Mr. LaFortune. Go ahead. So far it doesn’t sound right. 

‘The CHarrMan (reading): 

Would you repeat the question, please, you asked him, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. LaFortun:. I told you once before that I would like to invoke my rights, 
my constitutional rights under the fifth amendment in regard to that. I am 
speaking of the present. 

The CuarrMan. Did you hear the question? 

Mr. LaForrvung. I did, 

The CuarrmMan. What was the ron when you were saying that it would 


incriminate you to answer the question? I assume we know what the question 
is. What was the question that you invoked the fifth amendment privilege to? 


Then you answered: 


I think you asked me whether I attended Communist meetings, 
The CuarrMan. What was your answer to that? 
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Mr. LaForrtune. I just told you. I invoke my rights under the Constitution 
to not answer that question. 

The CuarrMan. You are entitled to that, Mr. LaFortune, at the present time. 
Were you a Communist last year? 

Mr. LaFortune. No. 

The Cuarrman, The year before that? 

Mr. LAFortunn. No. 

The Cuarrman,. 1951? 

Mr. LaFortrune. No. 

The CuarrMan, 1950? 

Mr. LAFortune. No. 

The CuarrMan,. 1949? 

Mr. LaForruneg. No. 

The CHarrMan, 1947? 
Your answer: 

Well, I don’t know. ‘You are going back. 

The Cuarrman. If you were not, it is very simple. 

Mr. LaForrunr. Well, I have told you. ; 

The Cuarrman. Well, 1947. It is asimple question. Were you a Communist 
in 1947? If you were you should invoke the fifth amendment perhaps; if you 
were not you can simply say no. 


And then you answered: 


Well, I don’t remember too far back. I would invoke my rights under the 
fifth amendment then. 

The CHarRMAN. You are invoking your rights because you cannot remember? 

Mr. LaFortunge. I can’t remember that far back. 

The Cuarrman, In other words, you do not remember whether you were & 
Communist in 1947? 

Mr. LaFortunr. No. I would say not. 

The CuHarrman. Do you remember whether you were a Communist at any 
time during the 1940’s? 


At that point you conferred with your counsel, and then you answered: 


I would prefer to invoke my rights under the fifth amendment. I don’t want to 
make any statements that might not be right, not knowing. 

The Cuarrman. I am not asking you whether you were a Communist in the 
1940’s. I asked you whether or not you remember whether or not you were. 4 


Your answer was: 

No. 

The CHarrmMan. You do not remember? 
The answer is; you answered: 


No. 
The Cuarrman. You do not remember whether you were a Communist in the 
1940's? 


And you answered: 
No, I don’t remember. 
And then the chairman asked you: 


Do you remember whether you were a Communist in the 1930’s? Again I am 
not asking you whether you were a Communist; I am asking you whether you 
remember whether or not you were. 


And you answered: 
I would like to invoke my constitutional rights under the fifth amendment. 
And then the chairman: 


You will be ordered to answer that because there is nothing incriminating about. 
telling us whether or not you remember whether you were a Communist. 
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Again you conferred with your counsel, and then the chairman said: 


Would you have the record show that the witness sits mutely and refuses to 
answer. 


And then you were asked a question: 
Do you know a Bernard Suldiner? 


S-u-l-d-i-n-e-r. Is that the correct pronunciation? 
Mr. LaForrune. As far as this testimony, is all right. 
The CuarrmMan. Then you answered: 


I do not. 


Is there anything wrong with that testimony? 

Mr. LaForrunz. No. Thatisallright. I didn’t realize there was 
so much talk before it started. It seemed that I was there a very 
short time. I thought they started right in questioning me. 

I agree with what is there. There is only one point | would like to 
clarify, that at that time I didn’t have much time to think about it, 
and I think that I might have said 1947—was it three that you read 
off there? 

I might have invoked the fifth amendment at 1943. 

The CHarrman. The record shows 1947. 

Mr. LaForrune. 1947. When I come to think it over it was long 
before that. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, have you talked to the FBI lately? 

Mr. LaForrune. I have. 

Let’s see. 

Within the past year. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time did you give them any informa- 
tion that they asked you? 

Mr. LaForrune. | did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t hold back any answers to any questions? 

Mr. LaFortune. I did not. I gave them as much as I recalled. 

Mr. Kennepy. You gave them as much as you could recall? 

Mr. LaForrune. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you in touch with them prior to the time of 
your appearance before this committee? 

Mr. LaForrune. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were in touch with them afterwards? 

Mr. LaForrung. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You either were in touch with them prior or after- 
wards. 

Mr. LaFortune. It was after—— 

Let me see. 

That was last year in Albany. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is right. 

Mr. LaFortune. Then I was here in 

No. It was after I was in Albany, I believe. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they get in touch with you? 

Mr. LaFortune. They got in touch with me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You had never gotten in touch with them before 
that to give them information? 

Mr. LaFortone. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why hadn’t you ever done that, Mr. LaFortune? 
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Mr. LaForrune. At that time I wasn’t in the party. I ‘had no 
connection with it. So I didn’t know what I could do in any way of 
getting in touch with the FBI. I didn’t see any point in getting in 
touch with them. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know Mr. DeLos? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. LaFortune. Delores? 

Mr. Kennepy. Delos, DeLos. 

Mr. LaFortune. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. The gentleman that appeared just prior to the 
time you testified. 

Mr. LaForrtune. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t know him at General Electric at all? 

Mr. LaForrtune. No. 

Mr. Kewnnepy. This is the first time—— 

Mr. LaForrune. The first time I ever met him was the last hearing, 
the first time I had ever seen him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know any members of the Communist 
Party that worked at General Electric? 

Mr. LaFortune. I know absolutely nothing about what is going on 
there now. 

Mr. Kennepy. As far as Communist Party membership is con- 
cerned? 

Mr. LaForrune. As far as membership is concerned or anything 
that is being done from about 1940, 1938, as I say. I know nothing 
about what has taken place. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you leave the Communist Party in 1938? 

Mr. LaForrtune. I left the Communist Party at that time because 
I was in it during the time we organized the union, and I was too busy 
to keep the work up. 

Mr. Kennepy. You will be willing to give this committee any 
information that you have regarding the Communist Party, the staff 
of the committee or the committee in executive session? 

Mr. LaForrune. Yes, to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. And also you will continue your conferences with 
the FBI, as I understand it, and whatever other information they 
want from you, you will give to them? 

Mr. LaForrtune. I told them if they wanted any more information 
to consult me. They never did. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. LaFortune. 

The committee is in recess. 

However, the staff would like [to talk with |Mr. DeLos and Mr. 
LaFortune before you leave. 

Mr. Diamonp. Could the record show that this witness has not had 
a copy of the transcript before his interrogation? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, it may. 

om asked to refresh his memory. It has not been made public. 

r. Diamonp. Yes. I wanted the record to show that. 

The Cuarrman. I read that part to help him refresh his memory; 
that was all I used. 

The committee will stand in recess. 

(Whereupon, at 4:20 p. m., the subcommittee was recessed subject 
to the call of the Chair.) 


APPENDIX 


Exursit No. 1 
APRIL 18, 1955. 
Miss Evetyn O. Darin, 
8935 Evergreen Drive, Monroeville, Pa. 


Dear Miss Darin: As you are undoubtedly aware, a number of witnesses have 
testified before this subcommittee at a public session on January 3, 1955, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., to the effect that they knew you to be a member of the Communist 
Party, U.S. A. 

Your attention is directed to rule 13 of this »committee’s Rules of Procedure 
which states: 

“Any person whose name is mentioned or who is specifically identified, and who 
believes that testimony or other evidence presented at a public hearing, or com- 
ment made by a subcommittee member or counsel, tends to defame him or other- 
wise adversely affect his reputation, may (a) request to appear personally before 
the subcommittee to testify in his own behalf, or, in the alternative, (6) file a sworn 
statement of facts relevant to the testimony or other evidence or comment com- 
plained of. Such request and such statement shall be submitted to the subcom- 
mittee for its consideration and action.” 

Accordingly, the opportunity is being afforded you to notify me as soon as 
possible as to what action you intend to take, if any, under the provisions of the 
above rule. 

Very truly yours, 
Rosert F,. Kennepy, Chief Counsel. 

Registered mail. 

Return receipt requested: 


Exurpit No. 4 


Unitep Srares Post Orrice 
DIVISION OF Maits, 
Washington 13, D. C., May 6, 1956. 
In reply refer to RD-G. 
Mr. Rosert F. Kennepy, 
Chief Counsel, Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigation, 
Senate Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Str: This is to confirm telephone conversation, this date, with Mr: 
A. F. Calabrese concerning the following registered articles mailed by your 
committee on April 18, 1955: 

Registry No. and address: 

220122: Arminio Sardoch, 721% Whitney Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
220123: Alfred Oyler, 104 Cable Avenue, East Pittsburgh, Pa. 
220124: Evelyn 6. Darin, 3935 Evergreen Drive, Monroeville, Turtle Creek, Pa. 

The Postmaster at Pittsburgh, Pa., has advised that the subject registers were 
delivered on April 20, 1955, and signed for by the respective addressees. 

Very truly yours, 
Roy M. Norru, Postmaster. 
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